become issues in both the local Operation of YEDPA and its reauthoriza-tion äs a part of CETA.
With its attention elsewhere and without a specific youth proposal of its own, the administration accepted the Senate Version of the youth employment bill. The joint Senate-administration proposal requested authorization for the establishment of three new youth programs, the Young Adult Conservation Corps, the Youth Conununity Conservation Improvement Program, and the Youth Employment and Training Program; it provided for joint projects by schools and CETA prime Sponsors; and it provided for a large discretionary budget (50 percent of YETP), äs a mechanism to adjust the formula-funded allocations to the needs of various constituencies. The House of Representatives, having been left out of the early negotiations, introduced the Senate-administration bill and then immediately proceeded to write its own alternate youth proposal.
Common to both Senate and House proposals was an initial 1-year authorization. With the entire CETA legislation due to expire in 1978, the plan was to integrate the youth programs into CETA in a 1978 reauthorization bill. The House proposal, like the Senate one, also included discretionary demonstration activity, but äs a mechanism to learn what programs work best and to apply that knowledge in later youth program legislation.
The House bill's emphasis on research and demonstration was its hallmark, indicating uncertainty about what types of programs would most effectively address the problems of youth unemployment and a commitment to research and experimentation äs a basis for future program planning. One of the purposes of the demonstration approach was to prevent funds from being locked into certain programs that research might suggest were not effective.  This approach was in marked contrast to the Senate proposal, which would more firmly establish new youth programs. Another key difference between the House and Senate proposals was the House's Youth Incentive Entitlement Pilot Project (YIEPP), a program designed to bring dropouts back into school and prevent others from dropping out by guaranteeing a Job on the con-ditions of school and Job performance.
Despite a lack of clarity about the demonstration programs, the Senate conceded to the House's approach.  The Conference Report, which stated the terms of compromise between the House and Senate versions of the bill, used the House language in stating that the purpose of the law was the "establishment of pilot, demonstration and experimental programs to test the efficacy of different ways of dealing with the Problem of youth unemployment;" however, the report also stipulated that the Statement of purpose contain language "specifying that a variety of employment and training programs, äs well äs demonstration programs, are authorized" (U.S. Congress, 1977:35). Thus, Congress avoided conflict between the two fairly distinct approaches by adopting both, i.e., research and demonstration together with new and large-scale Service programs,
Several less contentious issues, representing the interests of both the Senate and the House, were addressed in the compromise bill: increased cooperation, through the YIEPP (entitlement program) and a

